



















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































                                                        
19	If	a	two-option	decision	is	U-insensitive,	then	R(a)	=	U(a)	–	U(b)	and	R(b)	=	U(b)	–	U(a).		
20	Many	graded	ratifiability	approaches	agree	with	CDT	about	every	U-insensitive	decision.	
21	My	sincerest	thanks,	for	comments,	questions,	and	encouragement,	to	the	editor,	to	two	
anonymous	referees,	and	to	David	James	Barnett,	J.	Dmitri	Gallow,	and	Caspar	Hare.		
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